Introduction
Before interacting with any object it is essential to have a sense of who owns it. This is a universal human concern (Brown, 1991) , and one we address from a young age (Brownell, Iesue, Nichols, & Svetlova, 2013; Fasig, 2000; Ross, 1996; Ross, Tesla, Kenyon, & Lollis, 1990) . However, knowing who owns the objects around us presents two informational demands. First, we encounter innumerable objects in our daily lives, so individually learning object-owner pairings would be time-consuming and cognitively taxing. Second, objects are often unattended, making it difficult to ascertain who owns them. Territory helps us solve both demands. Once we know who owns a territory, we can infer this person owns the objects within it. As such, territory allows us to address the informational demands posed by ownership, and allows owners to leave their possessions unattended while still clearly signaling their ownership.
We propose that territory-based inferences of ownership stem from two aspects of the psychology of ownership. First, they may stem from relatively direct judgments that people own objects on their territory. Such judgments could result from adherence to rules holding that the owner of a territory owns, or is entitled to own, objects in it. These judgments could also result from reasoning about part-whole relations, as we may view objects in a territory as its parts and infer the parts belong to the owner of the whole (Claeys, 2013; also see Merrill, 2009). Either way, such judgments could lead to the conclusion that people own objects in their territory, even when they did not intentionally acquire or know about them. Such inferences are reflected in ancient law. For example, the Laws of Manu and the Institutes of Justinian both hold that the owner of a field owns plants that grow in it, even if the seeds belonged to someone else (Du Plessis, 2015; Olivelle, 2005) . Likewise, early Roman law held that when a person discovered treasure on someone else's land, it belonged to the land-owner rather than the finder (Du Plessis, 2015; see Abramovitch for related discussion of ancient Jewish law).
1 When lay people consider cases where a person discovers valued objects in someone else's territory, they also typically side with the owner of the territory (DeScioli & Karpoff, 2015; DeScioli, Karpoff, & De Freitas, 2017) . The chief exception is when the territory is a public space like a shop. Second, territory-based inferences of ownership may also result from a tendency to understand ownership by considering and inferring history and past events. For example, when we see a shovel in someone's yard, we may assume the landowner placed it there, and acquired it at some earlier time. Such historical inferences are also evident in the law. A person can be arrested for having an illegal item in their home or
